^44                 CONTEMPORARY ESSAYS;

that every baptized child was c regenerated' by the
act of baptism. Mr. Gk>rh$Ba denied that by that act
a baptized child was ^essarily Regenerated.5 The
judgment was against the bishop. It declared Mr.
Gorham's doctrine tenable in the^Ohurch of England,
and compatible with a fair interpretation of the
formularies. This judgment Dean Stanley receives as
the charter of our ecclesiastical liberty, the legal
authorisation of differing dogmas in the Church.

A great part of the baptismal controversy is mani-
festly a mere battle about a word. The most zealous
advocates of baptismal regeneration differ among
themselves as to what c regeneration' means. With
some it is an actual sanctification of the baptized.
With others it is merely fcederal, signifying nothing
more than admission into the Christian covenant.
The battle was fought on'the question of regeneration
in baptism, but the real conflict was between the theo-
logical system of Calvin and that of High Church-
men, who combine with the theology of Arminius the
claims of a hierarchy. We are not sure that we agree
with Dean Stanley when he quotes and endorses the
words of Bishop Horsley, that on the points of dif-
ference between the followers of Calvin and their
opponents 'the Church of England maintains an
absolute neutrality.7 In one place the Dean says that
no Puritan would have written the baptismal service.
This is probably true, yet we have not read that the
Puritans ever raised any special objection to this
service. If by Puritan Dean Stanley means simply
a Calvinist, we differ from him altogether. It might
have been written by any of the Eeformers of Calvin's